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| WASHINGTON, July 30—The
TY

tie Administration’s Safeguard
jan tibaliistic-missile  program,
irested its case today with a
‘private showing of a movie and

Pentagon reports in

its job.

Whether the movie showing
or the introduction of the threei
i studies would influence the

point where they probably will
Senate was doubtful. After
nearly four weeks of debate,
positions have hardened to the
not be changed by further
argument.

. But at Jeast the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee was prepared
- <0 let the issue come to a vote,
‘probably next week ‘after the
return of President Nixon from
his global trip. - .
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n and Reports,

oppositon 1o

the introduction of three secret| .,
o effortf
{to show that the Safcguard]!
systemi was till-determined for| . - —

foutcome in the closely divided|

.ona, replied in
that the oppo-
igaging in a
2-defeating” argu-
c’ing on the one

t

jits deployment “will so frigtien|
the Soviet Union that it will]
limmediately escalate the arms!
Face.” A
A Main Objection

Orne of the principal technical |

system, here
only one missile site radar —

guidance to the interceptor mis-
siles —— at each of the Minute-
man bases to be protected. This
radar is able to withstand only
about one-tenth ‘of the blast
that can be withstood: by .the
underground Minuteman sllos,
making it vulnerable to attack.

gon reports in the morning ses-
ision, ]
Committee in the af}e_mogn had

One Radar Per Base

In the proposed Safeguard
there = . would - be

he key radar that provides

After considering .the Penta-

the Foreign Relations

objections raised by the opno-

sition is that the ABM com-}|
‘ponents, originally designed for
lprotection of citjes under the’
Johnson Administration’s Sen-
tine: program, are ill-suited for|
protection of missile bases, as
tproposed undeér| the  revised
ABM program ‘pet forth in

. -More Votes Neede
At this point the opposition!
believes it can count on a mini-
mum of 50 of the 100 Senate
votes—a tally that presumes it
wiil win the support of Senator
Warren G. Magnuson, Democrat
of Washington, one of the few
remaining uncommitted Sena--

March by the Nixon adminis-
tration. 1. .
According to Senator Gore,
this objection was supported by
the . three Pentagon studies,
which * examined ~ alternative
ways of protecting the Minute.
van silos against & Soviet “first
strike” attack. K
One of the studies, entitled

tors. ‘
While under strong pressure’
lfrom his Den.ocr
{:‘x‘am Washin )

atic collcague
:ntor Hene-

Ty M. Jacks~
brac

P Adminis
inuson repor..
i wt he
ragainst depleysuen. of
teuard system.

Jir oL ota vote
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bowith a 50-30 tie vote, the)
‘spposition ament prohib-|
jiting Suf ¢ dentoyment in
ithe couw spownald fail to
bz agoy ‘4, there-
fore, the ust pick
up the v one of
Hwo il soomniitted Sena-
ttors — Ci . P, Anderson,
1Democrat wew niexico, or
John 4. .ms, Republican

Jr it outcome
which Senators
cann be . ovaced upon to be
absent oo day oI the vote.
Jdrman of the Foreign
-5 Committee’s Disarm-
Subcommiftee, Senator
Gore, Democrat of Ten-

contended  hat the
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" Hard Point Defen

“Report of the Jason Panel on'
Hard Point Defense,” was pre-
pared in 1987 by the Jason Di-;
vision of the Institute for De-
fense Analyses—the Pentagon's.
weapons analysis group. An-
other wag entitled “Radars for
se” and was
prepared last year by the
Aerospace Corporation——the Air
Fo_rcgﬁ’s technical adviser on
lmissile and space|programs.
Both reports, pccording .to
iengtor.(}toge,f e 8128
ard point defanse prese
ferent technigcl*.ges

a private showing of ‘a movie|
that reportedly showed that of-
fensive weapons can penetrate :
any missile defense system. .
he movie was prepared by
the General Electric Company,,
now one of the major Safeguard
contractors, before the Nxxonj
Administration decided upon an ®
ABM system to .defend missile g
bases. ‘

On behalf of its case, the |
Pentagon also supplied to the
committee a oOne-page memos- .

randum on the conclusions!
‘reached by a task force of the

Defense Science Board at a
meeting last March, The memo-"
randum said the task force,
headed by Dr. Richard Latter,
of the Rand Corporation, con«
cluded “that systems design ap-
peared to be adequate and

would . meet the ° stated
objectives for the Safeguard
system.” o i

! Not supplied by the Penatgon
were the conclusiong ‘reached
by the task fgrce at 'another!
meeting. held 'in recent: weeks. |
According to Senate sources, on
re-examination the task force'
raised many of . the technical;
reservations about the design of
the Safeguard system that were:

than a city defense, particularly[
in the design and number of
iradzrs. Both reports were sa1d|
%o have recommended that f_orI
f hard point defenze of missile
ases there shonid be far more.
racdars than proposed in the
Safeguard system and that the
radars should be protected or
*“hirdened” against the blast
effects of a nuclear explosion.
A similar conclusion was said

¢o have been reached in a re-|
port on an ABM conference held
'last November at Cape Kennedy

! Fla, by the Pentagon’s Ad-
!vanced Research ~ Projects

contéined in tkE other reports.’
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